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Degr b } ’

LTw ovar svericacsd aid over overiired, si, with vour 7/24 cordng toosy and fresh

in mindg, 4 teke lasty responss beilora I Tog.et and have to read sgain, I've that much to
do a veesx Ry0,

on i o4 Teel that the re.ding given ne on Willis has 4o by wrong and 1 s=till adhere to

my own anslysis, that ne is gone in about 205, I think whet yvou say is lofical but unfactual
about ti= mpray, but i cannot say L can expliain it, either, When you can see these new
prints end franes, perhsps you may understand what L do not. I can't argue the piece,

but it doss seen visible in the new work we've liuwd done uith o better print of kHuchmore,
Howard's wrgwwnt is ratioual, but I think this is vhere 2t can't be reflection or dirt,
a= I recall through too auch fuzziness. s you say, there are other reasons to believe
that sucl a fragment did behave in this fashion, and I aarly believed and used what you
do not hers meniion, i{iil, wid what L have never mentionsd, what rhil Willie told we Liis
wife saw,.

rraue--Up 1s supposed Lo oe o Uhe uWsy to e, ang th: cost to ne, including postiage
&G truckiog ochh ways, will be about $6.90 To date, I have no copies and had to buy
two press copies Lo use in X last week! 1'1l mend ws soon as thay coue,

Wiwt wary cetfers 10 you have slready scen in COUP, it i1x your really great help with

the ritle/amro/oeliistics, I do not wuow if it was chenyed in any way. I may have but
a0 g0t cemenbmr. cou seve COUP IX.

I tave baen abie io et soms really significant ning nictures, but what they cost
Gfor me, that is, about $90.00)! and I've uade two pitches for sccess to other pix, one
o, JPK wnd one on Ding. Ye'll see,

L hav turned part ol the black underboteblishment o
gtan BD- Y osay bhey want to. 10 they can,

o

. We'il mee iI° they can do

7 Wi Wrohe the Py review nas beon raving zli over HYC, i« has been askea 1o
0k a viece ol'r w iiterary publicatio., on the three sest books he has resd or reviewed
in the past year. “nis 1o oue of the three, Vhat bettor reason can 2 pubiish-r have for

not Nacing o olngle ad?

45 vou an see, L have %oo meny to £ight. as well as ton many faghts to fight, and

> - , -t . ) o
this, T whind, s nos the resl cause for the reat fatigue. Sut i 11 pick up when 1 get
onte Xleindienst again! He invigorates rme! sy good Lriend!

A

-

T hooe UR 7ot the nessage L guve « girl on the train to phone to his folks vezterday
Pelie, a0 that he was able to find o set that can get Ch 5 in North chiladelphia, in narts
of whirh it is received.

Tilye been hesping from Phoand L oenceurage leaving him alons,

Good tha  wou hoor to come! Desi,



24 March 71

Haroldé?amﬂz

I write this after reading your 3 March confidential
letter tc Paul re Zapruder. I have a few suggestions and
comments you may wish to consider.

(Please excuse my recent laxity in writing. Nothing
serious has gotten in my way-- just extra work which 1 cannot
put aside, and a general sense of "blah".)

On the location of the bloody spray in front of the face.
Consider that Z31% was taken after a bullet struck the head,
and that the head is at this Point already moving backward
at this point-- that it has been farbher forward than it
appears in 313, <rthe forward movement apparent between 4312
and %13 might indeed Bave been much more pronounced than
is apparent in the pictures themselves. nad 313 been taken
an instant earlier, it might show, for example, the debris
erupting upward from the head, not forward of the head as it
presently appears in 313, 1 don't want to make much of this
guess, and don't know where it might lead, but hopefully it
might somehow help you in your thinking about the problem.

rhompson in Six Seconds says that the piece of skull
rolled backward ofT the runk of the car. ne bases this as-
sertion on examination of nix film. Zapruder refutes him,
however. As I recall, the trunk is visible throughout that
sequence and is in sharp focus. When 1 saw Z at Archives
I remember looking for the piece, and failing to see it.

1 do not dispute that a piece flew backward, but the assertion
that it rolled off the trunk is patently false. 1f such a
piece were visible in Nix it would surely be visible in Z4--

it is not. Not apparently is there anything suggesting that

a piece rolled off the trunk -- i.e. blood stains on the
trunk. Some of the Z frames after 313 are very clear and

no stains appear on the trunk (I looked for them).

I reiterate that I think the bruising of the supra-sternal
notch very convincing for the argument that JFK was hit in the
back of the head between 312 and 213 (This im in Thompson, and
1 think the argument good). It is only between those frames
that the head seems to be driven forward with sufficient force
to cause the bruising.

1 recall Howard saying that the "piece of skull" Thompson
saw in Nix was just reflection of light. <what makes sense.

rhe piece of skull going upward and backward ties in with
staements by Brehm and Altgens (otherg,toov).

I do wang & copy of rrame-up, Send it whenever you cany-
mmaxkr T mexkhexzask 1'1T send you $10 soon, after 1 get to
the kmx¥k basnk for uU.S. cash, Gary, in a recent letter, says:
"Harold used your stuff well in rrame-Up." I do not know
what "stuff" he means, and am-- fo that and other reasons--
most anxipus to read the book.

1111 write again soon, answering other things in your
letter. l'm very busy now-- so are you, so perhaps it's not
& bad thing that 1 have been slow on correspondence lately.
1 hope that I can get down to see you sometime within the
next couple of months,., L¥'1ll let you know.

Sti11,
Phik



